Long-period transiting exoplanets provide an opportunity to study the mass-radius relation and internal structure of extrasolar planets. Their studies grant insights into planetary evolution akin to the Solar System planets, which, in contrast to hot Jupiters, are not constantly exposed to the intense radiation of their parent stars. Observations of secondary eclipses allow investigations of exoplanet temperatures and large-scale exo-atmospheric properties. In this short paper, we elaborate on, and calculate, probabilities of secondary eclipses for given orbital parameters, both in the presence and absence of detected primary transits, and tabulate these values for the forty planets with the highest primary transit probabilities.
Introduction
Secondary eclipses of exoplanets provide unique insight into their astrophysical properties such as surface temperatures, atmospheric properties, and efficiency of energy redistribution. In Kane & von Braun (2008 , we demonstrate that the probability of detecting transits or eclipses among known radial-velocity (RV) planets is sensitively dependent on the values of orbital eccentricity e and argument of periastron ω. with some combinations' of e and ω making transit/eclipse searches among long-period planets viable. Though it is feasible to detect planetary eclipses from space (e.g., Laughlin et al. 2009 ) and even from the ground (e.g., Sing & López-Morales 2009) , the difference in signal-tonoise ratio between transits and eclipses makes detections of the former much more straightforward. In this paper, we calculate the probability of planetary eclipses with or without the knowledge of the existence of a primary transit.
Planetary Eclipse Probabilities
The a priori geometric eclipse probability of an extrasolar planet, P e , is
where R planet and R ⋆ are planetary and stellar radii, respectively (Kane & von Braun 2009) . P e is highest for ω = 3π/2. The presence of an observed transit imposes a lower limit to the orbital inclination angle i, which, using equations 8-11 in Kane & von Braun (2009) , provides the following (conditional) lower limit of P e : 2 Figure 1 . The a priori values of P e (Eq. 1; open circles) and conditional lower limits of P e (Eq. 2; crosses) for 203 planets from the Butler et al. (2006) catalog, plotted as a function of e and ω. For purpose of comparison, we assume solar and Jupiter masses and radii for all systems.
.
3. Discussion Fig. 1 plots the a priori values (open circles) and conditional lower limits (crosses) of P e for 203 planets as functions of e and ω values tabulated in Butler et al. (2006) . The left panel clearly shows that, for low values of e, the existence of a transit practically guarantees an observable eclipse, whereas for higher eccentricities, this is not the case due to the correspondingly weaker constraint on inclination angle imposed by an existing transit (cf. eq. 8 in Kane & von Braun 2009) . The right panel demonstrates that, for ω ∼ 3π/2, a detected transit ensures the existence of an observable eclipse , whereas for ω ∼ π/2, this constraint is much weaker (cf. fig. 1 in Kane & von Braun 2009) . Thus, the presence of a planetary transit greatly affects the likelihood of existence of a secondary eclipse. Both the a priori value and the conditional lower limit of P e remain sensitively dependent on the combination of e and ω. Table 1 shows the forty extrasolar planets with the (currently) highest transit probabilities, their orbital elements P , e, and ω, and the explicit values for eclipse probabilities (P e : a priori value; P ′ e : conditional lower limit). For instance, HD 118203 b has P e = 7.05%, but if a primary transit is observed (P t = 9.11%), then the existence of a secondary eclipse is almost certain (P ′ e ≥ 94.65%). See table 1 in Kane & von Braun (2009) for the equivalent inverse case of P t = f (P e ). 
